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THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL

DECISION OF THE UNITED STATES
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20548
95%6
FILE: B-192335 ! DATE: March 29, 1979

MATTER OF: S.A.F.E. Export Corporation--Reconsideration

DG 0135Y

DIGEST:

"1l. Reconsideration request filed more than

10 working days after basis for recon-
sideration was known or should have been
known is untimely under 4 C.F.R. § 20.9(b)
(1978) and will not be considered.

2. [blaim for proposal preparation gpstq?—
first made™in connection with untimely
request for reconsideration--will not
be considered.

S.A.F.E. Export Corporation (S.A.F.E) requests
reconsideration of our decision in the matter of
S.A.F.E. Export Corporation, B-192335, August 18,

1978, 78-2 CPD 130, which dismissed S.A.F.E.'s untimely
protest concerning the Department of State's contract
No. 8670-800674. S.A.F.E.'s reconsideration request

was filed on September 22, 1978--more than 10 working
days after S.A.F.E. should have received the August 18,
1978, decision. ’ ‘

Section 20.9(b) of our Bid Protest Procedures
provides that reconsideration requests must be filed
not later than 10 working days after the basis for
reconsideration is known or should be known, whichever
is earlier. 4 C.F.R. § 20.9(b) (1978). S.A.F.E.'s
basis for reconsideration was known or should have
been known upon receipt of the August 18, 1978,
decision. Since S.A.F.E.'s reconsideration request
was filed more than 10 working days after the basis
for reconsideration was known or should have been
known, it is untimely and will not be considered.
Department of Commerce International Computaprint
Corporation; 57 Comp. Gen. 615 (1978), 78-2 CPD 84.
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In addition, S.A.F.E.'s letter received here on
September 22, 1978, requests advice on its possible
entitlement to compensation from the Department of
State 1in connection with this matter. S.A.F.E. must
be referring to a claim for proposal preparation costs;
however, our Office will not consider a claim for
proposal preparation costs based on issues raised 1n an
untimely protest. See, e.g., Mil-Air, Inc., B-191424,
July 20, 1978, 78-2 CPD 55.

Accordingly, S.A.F.E.'s reconsideration request
and claim are dismissed.
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Milton J. ‘Socolar
General Counsel






